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SALT Reservatmn V@teéi
| To ?emm MX Mlssﬂes

o By Robert.Gs Kaiser
v “ashingbon Post Btaft Writer <o ix TR
{ The Senate: Foreign Relations. Com—
‘mittee. yesterday. approved a‘reserva-.
ntion to the SALT treaty declaring that;
‘e United "States, considers “its”pro->

\

’ ‘posed mobité MX mfssﬂe system ‘{0 be~

permitted by the arms’ control agree-

‘ment-with the Soviet Union, »* =

* The committee voted11 to T for the
‘reservation, ‘which- the "White ‘House ’
‘says was not necessary.- ‘The only-vote:
‘against came-from Sen, George S.. Mec-
‘Govern (D-8.D.), who opposes bmldmg
;the MX SYSteMl ey oy grg e ¥ SRR
By unanimous.votes, the committee
‘also approved reservatmns stipulatmg
that o
o The Umted States, in future nego-

‘tiations, should *seek: increased-access

‘to* information” on - strategic weapon
deployment and development. < T 8

& The terms of the treaty cannot be
“extended beyond the pact’s: 1985’ expi-.
ration -date without approval of - two--
‘thirds of the Senate.-

@ Treaty. protocol reé’r,rlctmns ‘on.

‘the MX and cruise missiles are.not. a-
~precedent for future negotiations.” "

Tt another development in- o‘ch'er-w

w1se slow -day’ at the- markup: session,”
McGovern announced- his intention’ to
“introduge -an. addition': to - the SALT
‘treaty calling.on the:two nuclear su-’
sperpowers:;1o.; negotiate: {‘significant:
and . substannial reduction
stratecic arsenals 1£ shey ~want ‘favora-;,
bd

~tr01 agreements. .

. McGovern’s proposal is scheduleﬂ“
ito come before the-full! commlttee to-
,‘mOITOW”’l U TR R AR
X “The treaty yesterdayr picke .

RPN ST RS

" of six senators, all of whom- had previ-’

~and‘a-key” SALT supporter, had re--

. gressed. from the business-at hand . td

- sessionsiwere loaded In favorof SALT

BT L I b kg

'n~. their} N
n- © seph™ i'R- Biden, Jr.> (D-Del) . both

-+ night that.the"North ‘Carolina conserv
% ative would: “go after” Cutler again at

endorsement ﬁ'om 2 blpartlsan group

_ously “indicated - their support.; Sen..
John Chafee (R:R.1) principal spokes.
man” for;" the ~group -said%Sen:-Alan
Cranston (D-Calif.);the ma]ont'yw’hm |

v

cently -suggested. that such “ar-joint.]
statéement might improye. the treatys
prospects. B - ‘

Several* of;thensenatn&'s predicted
dxre(consequences if :the ‘Senatere-;
Jects SALT-IT. #1 simply cannot imag-i|
inethe - disastrous: result: that ould;
follow™ i-ejection, Chafee sald.¥¥ %% :

Others in the group:were-John Mel-
cher (D-Mont.)," who: voted agamst the:
Panama Canal treaties last year; Gays
lord Nelson (D-Wis}); Claiborne- Pell”
(D-R.LI); Charles-H. Percy- (B.Ill) .and”
Robert T. Stafford (R-Vt.),

In the, "Forelgn. Relations Commlt-
tee,: Sen’ Jesse -Helms *(R-N.C), db

suggest that the committee’s markup

11, and that; presidential counsel Lloyd |
N. Cutlér might be'an inadequate ad-
ministration spokesman for the treaty.
.. Helms*said.. that. a- treaty - critic
should-be sutting at the witness tables
in the. hearmg room where Cutler and
other-+ émstra’uon officials .and
members of the committee staff have!
been: seateg%:iurmg-the markup prm ,

sharply rébuked Helms for_ his*cond
ments.'An. aide™ to: Helms “said-last

today 5 committee session.
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